OHIO PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION
77 South High Sireet, Room 1629
Columbus, Ohio 43266-0303

(614) 466-0880 2 B z2 3
APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE

NOTE: Applicant should consult the “Instructions for Completion of Project Application”

for assistance in the proper completion of this form.

APPLICANT NAME City of Sharonville

STREET 10900 Reading Road

CITY/ZIP Sharonville, Chio 45241

PROJECT NAME Kemper Road Bridge Replacement (East of Mosteller)
PROJECT TYPE Bridge

TOTAL COST S_282 700

DISTRICT NUMBER 2

COUNTY Hamilton

PROJECT LOCATION ZIP CODE 45241

This section to be compieled by District Commliiee ONLY:

PISTRICT FUNDING RECOMMENDATION
AMOUNT OF REQUEST: $_ 195.600.00

FUNDING SOURCE LChec:k Onlv One)

X Sfcn‘e lssue . District Allocc:’non :
-State Issue 2 Small Govemment Funds
State Issue 2 Emergency Funds
Local Transporiation Improvement Program -

—

PO

o

ThE s=Ction o be completec by OPWC ONLY:

OPWC PROJECT NUMBER:

OPWC FUNDING AMOUNT: $




1.0 APPLICANT INFORMATION

E;;*

1)

1.2

1.3

14

1.5

CONTACT PERSON
TITLE
STREET

City/zIp
PHONE
FAX

CHIEF EXECUTIVE
OFFICER

TITLE

STREET

ciy/zip
PHONE
FAX

CHIEF FINANCIAL
OFFICER

TITLE

STREET

Clity/zip
PHONE
FAX

PROJECT MGR

TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

DISTRICT LIAISON -
e
STREET-

ciry/zip
PHONE
FAX

Mr, Rex E. Baysore
Safety - Service Director
10900 Reading Road

Sharonville, Ohioc 25747

( 513 ) _563 - 1144
{ 513 ) _583 - 0617

Hon. John 5. Dowlin

Mayor

10900 Reading Road

Sharonville, Ohio 45274

( 513 ) _563 - 1144
( 513 ) 563 - 0617

Mr. James D. Greensfelder

Auditor

10900 Reading Road

_Sharonville. Ohio 45241

( 513 ) _583 - 1144
( 513 ) _563 - 0617

Mr. Al Ledbetter

Deputy Safety - Service Director

10900 Reading Road

Sharonville, Ohio 45241

( 513 ) __563 - 1144
( 513 ) _ 563 - 0617

William W. Brayshaw

Chief Deputy County Engineer

138 E. Court Street

700 County Administration BIdg:

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

( 513 ) _a3 - 8691
513 ) _z23 -_9748




' 2.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE

PN
Wi

ESTIMATED ESTIMATED
. START DATE COMPLETE DATE

ENGR. DESIGN 04 /02 /90 06 /25 J 90*
BID PROCESS - 06 /26 /%0 07 /24 7 90
CONSTRUCTION 08 /01 /90 10. /31 / 90

*Assumes County review of preliminary and final plans at one (1) week-each.

3.0 PROJECT INFORMATION

3.1
3.2

3.3

: Proposed
D. - DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:

PROJECT NAME: Kemper Road Bridge Replacement - East of Mosteller
BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. SPECIFIC LOCATION:

On Kemper Road, over a tributary to the East Fork of the Mill Creek,
Approximately 200' east of Mosteller Road.

See Location Map.

B. PROJECT COMPONENTS: ‘
Replace existing concrete box/corrugated metal arch structure with 3-sided
pre-cast concrete bridge. Wingwalls/headwalls at each end of new bridge with
.. 100'* retaining wall on south end. Regrade 200' of outletting channel:line
50" of outlet channel with concrete.. Utility relocations/adjustments ‘as
required. Remove existing structure, backfill and Tepave.

C. PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS/CHARACTERISTICS:
" Existing Bridge! 6'-8'" x 16'-6" concrete box culvert (criginal structure) with 5'x18"
corrugated metal arch extension.” Overall length 50'.

PmposedBndge 3-sided pre—cast concrete; 6' rise x 26' span x 65' lmg.
, _ New bridge will be about 100" west of existing bridge to avoid conflict with
B - - truck apren at adjacent dndustry- and to provide better charmel alignment.
: i wider at this looation, .
Chammel: e B o 3 Tt Bl 41 g deep; length=200" (1st 50" to be
SRR i - - concrete Yined).
Design Live Load: BExisting Rridge; N-A .
" Proposed Bridge; Standard AASHIO BS 20-44 (tractor truck with sam-trailer)
Hydraulic Capacity: .
isting Culvert: (#35
Proooss€ Qovers: 1300 ORS (90 vesr frequency storm);
Tribatary Area: 1843 Acres (2.9 sq. miles)

REQUIRED SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION
Aftach Pages.



410 PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION

4.1 PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS (Round 1o Nearest Dollar):

a)  Project Engineering Costs:

1. Prefiminary Engineering $ 14,700 (including Geotech. & Survey)
2. Final Design S_14,500 X ‘
3. Construction Supervision S__ 9,000 (Including Stakeout)
b)Y  Acaquisition Expenses
1. Land S_N-A
2. Right-of-Way S_N-A
c)  Consiruction Costs $_203, 800
d) Equipment Cosis S_N-A
e)  Other Direct Expenses S_N-A
) Coniingencies S_40,700
@)  TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS $_282,700
4.2 TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT
REPAIR/REPLACEMENT $_282,700
4.3 TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT
NEW/EXPANSION . §_-0-

4.4 PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES (Round to Nearest Dollar and Percent)

. e e e e . . Dollars %
Q) Local In-Kind Contributions S
b) Local Public Revenues S__ 87,100 31%
c) Local Private Revenues $
o)) Other Public Revenues
1. Siate of Ohio S
2. Federal Progroms $
e) OPWC Funds $_195,600 69%
$

1) TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES

282,700 100%

4.5° STATUS OF FUNDS

Attach Documeniation.

4.6 PREPAID ITEM-S"
Aftach Paoge.



- "5.0 APPLICANT CERTIFICATION
The Applicant Certifies That:

As the officlal representative of the Applicant, the undersigned certifies: that he/she Is lagoly empowerad to reprasant
the opplicant in both reQuesiing and occepting finonclal esslstonce os provided undsr Chapter 184 of the Ohlo
Revised Code; that 1o the best of his/her knowledge and belief, ol representations that are o part of this opplication
are frue and corect; that all officlol documents and commiiments of the applicant that ars par! of this opplicotion
hove been duly outhorzed by the governing body of the Applicant; and. should the requested finonclial cssistance
be provided, that in the execution of this project, the Applicant wil comply with all assuronces required by Ohio Jaw,
Including those involving minority business utiization, equal employment opportunity, Buy Ohlo, and prevallng woges.

Rex E. Baysore - Safety - Service Director

Applicont shall circle the oppropricte tesponse to the statements.
in my project application, | hove included the following:

YES NO Two-yeat Maintenance of Loca! Effart Report os required In 164-1-12 of
the Ohio Administirative Code.
YES NO A registered professonal engineer's esimate of weful Ife as requlted In 164-1-13 of the
R Ohio Adminisirative Cods. .
YES NO A registered professional englneer's esimeate of cost os tequlred In 164-1-14 and 164-1-14
i . of the Chio Administrotive Code.
YES NO Two (2) coples of a S-year Copltal Improvements Report have been submited to my District
infegrating Commfitee as tegulred in 164-1-31 of the Ohlo Administrative Code.
YES NO A ‘stotus of funds® report per saction 4.5 of this opplication, )
YES NO N/A A copy of the cooperative ogreement {for projects Involving more than one subdivision).
YES NO N/A Coples of ol warants for those fems identified as ‘pre-paid’ In section 4.6 of this
- ~ application, )

6.0 DISTRICT COMMITIEE CERTIFICATION

The District Integrating Commitiee for District Number 2 Cerlifies
That: ' '

As the officlal representative of the District Public Works Integrating Committes, the undersigned hereby certifies: that
this application for financlal ossstance os provided under Chaple: 164 of the Ohlo Revsed Code hos been duly
selected by the oppiopriote body of the District Publlc Works Integrating Commiftes; that tha project’s selection wos
bosed entirely on an objective. District-orlented set of project evalugtion criterla and selection methodology that are
fully refiective of and In conformonce with Ohlo Revised Code Seciions 164.05, 164.04, and 164.14. and Chaptar 1464-
1 of the Onlo Adminisirative Code: and that the amount of financial cssistonce hereby recommended has been
prudently derved In considergtion of all other finonclal resources avaliable to the project, - As evidence of the
District’s due conslideration of required project eveluation criteria, the results of this project's iqilngs under such criteria
aie aitoched to this applicotion, .

bonald C. Schramm, Chairperson, District #2 Integrating Committee
Certlifying Representatfive (Type Name and Title) -




CITY OF SHARONVIIIE
ZYEARMEJNIENANCEOFIOCALEFFDRI‘.

FUNDING - SCURCE
YEAR PROTJECT TOCAT, MDF c.D. ISSUE IXY  AMOUNT

1988 Engineering - Infrastructure Projects X 125,000
1988  Street Program o X 535,000
1988  Hauck Road upg'rade X 98,000
1988  Clinton Averme storm sewer X 25,000
1988  U.S. Rt. 42 Improvement X X 190,000
1988  Traffic signals and school lights X 6,200
1938 Development of Left Turn on Chester X 70,000
988 Brick repairs - Downtown X 4,500
288 Sidewalk repairs X 65,000
TOTAL $1,118,700
FUNDING SOURCE

EAR PROJECT TOCAT, MOF C.D. ISSUE IT AMOUNT
983  Engineering - Infrastructure Projects X 300, 000
989 Street Program X 445,693
989 Canal Road X 457,354
989 Sidewalk Repairs X 225,000
989  Reed Hartman Highway X X 152,333
389 Kenper Road Improvement X 1,000,000
TOTAL $2,580,380
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1.
2.
3.

CITY OF SHARONVILIE

FIVE YEAR CAPTTAT, IMPROVEMENT PLAN

FOR INFRASTRUCTIURE

1990

Street Program
Sidewalk Repairs
Street Lights (Indian Springs)

‘Remper/Chester Rds. Widening and Improvements

(Project began in 1989)

Repair & Overlay of Reed Hartman Highway
I-275 to Fields Ertel

Replacement of Kemper Rd. bridge over
Sharon Woods

Sharoniville Retention Dam Spillway
Relocation of Traffic Signal on Chester
and Sharon Rds. (2)

Bridge Improvements Kemper east of Mosteller
Sharon Rd. Improvements (Prince to Chester)

- TOTATL

1851

Street Program

Sidewalk Repairs

Stabilization of Hazelwood Cresk Bank
(Creek and Thornview)

Land acquisition for I-275 Improvements
Engineering for widening and overlay of
E. Kemper from Sharon Woods to I-275
Main Strest Bridge Replacement
Engineering for Replacement of St. Rt. 42
Bridge (south of Sharon Ave.)

TOTAL

$1, 000, 000.00
65,000.00
80,000.00

1,000, 000.00
300, 000.00

720, 000.00
671,000.00

30,000.00
230,000.00
350, 000. 00

$44,460,000.00

$1,000, 000. 00
65,000.00

75,000.00
500, 000.00

75,000.00
161,000.00

80, 000,00

$1,956,000.00



1.
2.
3,

1992

Strest Program
Sidewalk Repairs

Engmeermg for I-275 Ramp Improvements
Widen & Overlay of Kemper Rd. (Sharon Woods

east to Reed Hartman) '

Replacement of St. Rt. 42 Bridge

Widen and overlay Reading Rd., north of
Kemper Rd.

Engineering for improvements of Kemper Rd.
from Reed Hartman to Corp. line

'I‘O'EKL

1993

Strest Program

Sidewalk Repairs

Replacement of Oak Ave. bridge culvert
Improvements to E. Kemper (east of Reed
Hartman to Corp. line)

Engineering and improvements to Hauck Rd.
Reading Rd. to Rt. 42.

Engineering for widening.of Mosteller Rd.
Crescentville to T-275 -

Engineering of 4 lane bridge over I-75 on
Crescentville

Storm Drain Repairs — City Wide

TOTATL

1994

Street Program

Sidewalk Repairs

Widening of Mosteller Rd., (Crescentville to
I-275)

Engineering and widening of C:rescentv:t_lle
from Chesterdale to Centerdale

Engineering for Crescentville from I-75 to ‘

Gano Rd.
Storm Drain Repairs — City Wlde

TOTATL

- $1,000,000.00

70,000.00
80, 000.00

315, 000.00
500, 000.00

62,000.00

80,000.00

$2,107,000.00

$1,200,000.00

70,000.00
190, 000.00

500, 000.00

1,500, 000.00

90,000.00

90, 000.00
500,000.00

$4,140,000.00

$1,200,000.00

70,000.00

1,500, 000.00

900, 000.00

90, 000.00
500, 000.00

'84,260,000.00



City of
Sharonville

MAYOR
Jahin §, Dawlin
March 13, 1990
SAFETY/SERVYICE
DIRECTOR
Rex E. Bavsore STATUS OF FUNDS
REPORT
CERTTFICATION OF ISSUE IT FUNDS
PRESIDENT OF
COUNCIL KEMPER ROAD BRIDGE REPTACEMENT

Paul Kanelman

This is to certify that the funds required to initiate and

COUNCIL

Dewey E. Angel camplete the proposed Issue II Public Works Project will be
i":“";’ \t 2‘“3"’1’ available upon the Ohic Public Works Committes’s approval
obper - Houston
Virgil G. Lovite. 11 of the project. '
John Steckler )
Ivy E. Tayior
Murk E, Fiepmeter X [
Rex E. Baysore
Safety/Service Director
ALDITOR

Jumes D. Greensfelder

TREASURER
Janet L. Barger

LAW DIRECTOR
Thomas T, Keating

CLERK OF COUNCIL
Darnthy Narland

10900 READING ROAD e SHARONVILLE, OHIO 45241 e (513) 563-1144
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Corrugated metal arch extension



Inside of original box structure showing exposed
reinforcement.

Close-up of exposed reinforcemnet.......

Note the depth of concrete spalling.



Outlet end of existing structure.



Outlet channel of existing culvert showing proximity

of adjacent truck turn around.

Outlet channel looking toward Mosteller Road

ty of Kemper Road.

imi

Note close prox



LS Asspciates Inc.
15 NINUTE, 2 CHANNEL VEHICLE COUNT

REFERENCE: ' 2 CORRECTYION FACTOR: 1,00
LOCATION: EAST KEMPER ROAD  (WEST OF ROCKFIELD COURT) FILENAME: 8B052-21
KEATHER: SLUNNY B3 TUESDAY 7 / 26 7 88
OPERATOR: ST -
HOUR WEST ROUR EAST . HOUR COMBIRED
BEGINS 0 15 30 L TOTAL 0 15 30 45 TOTAL TOTAL
|
12 5 3 TR ¥ 2 i 5 11 9 38 . 42
| ) i 4 1 18 i 7 4 2 2 39
2 J b 12 9 3 7 b 14 B 35 . 8
3 2 4 11 9 2 i 3 3 3 17 B K
4 2 3 4 11 22 b g 3 ] 2 48
3 12 10 b i 35 18 1 13 2 53 78
8 21 24 29 87 141 3 33 97 113 285 407
7 85 25 59 128 407 b 72 81 129 344 133
8 98 92 . B4 . 99 369 3! 81 18 78 328 697
-9 74 90 84 87 335 58 53 17 65 233 390
10 8B 9 104 12 404 I 75 i 90 313 717
11 100 24 118 103 417 101 Ba 103 112 402 819
PN
12 130 138 134 123 327 114 118 101 104 417 964
1 108 104 32 102 404 KL I 94 n 417 823
2 97 104 118 95 415 94 103 73 107 399 15
3 106 138 177 121 942 48 109 92 97 394 738
4 122 133 167 144 368 132 110 107 79 448 1016
3 220 49 132 95 396 135 143 105 Bo 488 - loe4
b Bt 8B By 78 341 93 62 b6 - 59 280 621
7 75 63 5k Ly 241 50 L1 34 42 1%0 431
8 &3 47 18 4] 199 52 58 L] 33 211 419
9 33 2 2% i1 120 67 4) A5 33 1B5 305
19 30 32 26 29 117 25 18 13 . 18 3 199
4 34 23 1b 1 B7 21 12 7 12 92 139
TOTALS 5392 3584 12074

AN PEAK HOUR I5 11:00 TD 12:00

VOLUME NEST : 417 EAST : 402 COMEINED:  BI%
DIRECTIDNAL SPLIT E1 b4 492
'PEAK HOUR FACTOR 0.88 0.90 ' 0.93

PH PEAK HOUR IS 4:30 T 5:30

VOLURE WEST : s82 ERST ¢ 509 CEIHBIHEB:_ usy
DIRECTIONAL SPLIT 57 ‘ 431 )
PEAK HOUR FACTOR 0.77 0.82 0.79

16
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STATE OF OMID DEF‘A;;MENT OF THANSPORTATION

N - P

Ay e @ O

e e e e

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS Yo’ !r
BRIDGE INSPECTION REPORT
.88 REY O1-77
1136/ 0]/8|9 HAM S02686 0212 MUNI= 39154 1478
BRIDGE NUMBER ' YEAR BUILT
IUCTURE ]FILE NUMBER ! (] ROUTE umMIT :
¢ 08 111 1 15 TRIB EAST FORK MILL CREEK HAM i
DISTRICT BRIDGE TYPE TYPE SERVICE : . . - A
K N 1 |3 | Patches at new utility castings 2 1o !
R {Over) ' 1,j1]3 2 WEARING SURFACE_a1ightly ‘depressed 56 21}' 2
- . ' ‘.f
RBS & WALKWAYS 19 ‘4 MEDIAN 58
. 4]
e (Ovax) %215 | 3 o onumice w |0
PANSION JOINTS i B. SUMMARY ]
ERSTRUCTURE  max.spaN= 16 TOT<LENGTH= 19
GHMENT 16 10_BEAMS or GIRDERS &2
APHRAGMS or CROSSFRAMES : 1 12 JoisT 54
00R BEAMS 18 14 FLOOR BEAM CONNECTIONS 6
RTICALS 19 16 DIAGONALS ! 66
ID POST 0 18 10P CHORD Ca
WER CHORD 2 20 LOWER LATERAL BRACING ;6
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Thirty percent of bottom relnforcing exposed, twistad bars are
exposed, soma are 70 percent gone. Temperature steel expanding,.
some completely gone, Corrugated arch extension was added to north;
arch nogtrue., Efflorescence present from salt and water comling
through deck. Heavy truck trafflc.

North side has steel guardrall, wood posts need replacing; south
side Is concrete, sllight deterloratlion.



APPLICATION YEAR: 1590

STATE OF QHIOQ

INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM

DISTRICT 2, HAMILTON COUNTY

PROJECT APPLICATION

Jurisdiction/Agency: City of Sharonville PopuTation (1980): 13,500

Project Title : Kemper Road Bridge Replacement, East of Mosteller

Project Identification and Location: Hamilton County Bridge No. HAM-50266-0212:

located on Kemper Road, over a tributary to the Fast Fork of the Mill Creek

approximately 300" east of Mosteller Road (See Location Map).

Type of Project: Rehabilitation Replace X Betterment*

(Mark more than one box if there are expansion elements such as 2 lane
bridge being replaced with a 4 Tane bridge)

Explanation of Betterment Elements of Prpject*:

Road __ Bridge X _ Flood Control System (Stormwater)

Solid Waste Disposal Facilities ___ Waste Water Treatment Systems __
Storm Water and Sanitary Collection Storage & Treatment Facilities

Water Supply Systems _

Detaiied Description of Project *¥: The existing bridge consists of a concrete

box culvert 50° long x 16'-6" span x 5'-8" rise (original structure) with a 5'

rise x 18" span corrugated metal arch extension on the north end. This project

will consist of replacing the existing structure with a 3-sided pre-cast

concrete bridge having a waterway opening of approximately 6'x26'.

wingwa11§/headwa]15 will be installed at each end of the new bridge and

approximately 100' of retaining wall will be needed at the south end., The

outletting channel to the Mosteller Road bridge (approximately 200" west) will
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be regraded to a larger typical section to accommodate the increased hydraulic

capacity of the new bridge. Approximately the first 50! of the outletting

channel will be concrete Tined to facilitate the change in flow direction.

The new bridge will be Tocated about 120' west of the existing structure and

installed on a skew to avoid impacting the truck turn around apron located

immediately south of the existing out]ef channel and to provide a better channel

alignment with the Mosteller Road bridge.

Type of Issue 2 Funds: District 2 Small Government
Water/Sewer Rotary Emergency X

* See definition of Betterment attached.
#% Attach additional sheets if necessary

1. Of the total infrastructure within the jurisdiction which is similar to the
infrastructure of this project, what percentage can be classified as being
poor to very poor in condition, adequacy and/or serviceability.

Typical examples are:

Road percentage = Miles of road that are poor to very poor
Total mileage of road within jurisdiction

Storm percentage = Length of storm sewers that are poor to very poar
Total length of storm sewer within jurisdiction

Bridge percentage = Number of bridges that are poor to very poor
Number of bridge within jurisdiction

Number of bridges that are poor to very poor = 4

Total number of bridges = 15

Bridge Percentage = 277 poor to very poor

PAGE 2



What is the condition of the {nfrastructure to be replaced or repaired?
For bridges, base condition on latest general appraisal and condition
rating.

Closed Fair to Poor
Extremely Poor X Fair
Poor Good -

Give a brief description of the nature of the deficiency of the present
facility such as: inadequate Tload capacity (bridge), surface type and
width, grades, curves, sight distances, drajnage structures, sanitary
sewers, and water mains. List the age of the infrastructure to be repaired
or replaced using one of the following categories: less than 20 years, 20—
29 years, 30-39 years, 40-49 years, 50 years or older

The primary deficiency of this structure is its advanced and rapidly

accelerating state of deterjoration. The original concrete section of the

structure is 75 years old and is classified as a simple span concrete slab

bridge. The top slab of this structure has severe losses of both concrete

and primary steel reinforcement in Targe areas of the critical center

portion of the span. Concrete has spalied to depths of 4"-6" in many areas

throughout the top slab leaving the reinforcement steel completely exposed

and hanging free. Reinforcement was found to have section losses of

greater than 50%Z in many areas, as reported in the 1988 Bridge Inspection

Report, prepared by the Hamilton County Bridge Enigneer. In all, about 30%

of the bottom reinforcing steel in the top slab is exposed. The bridge has

has a current rating of 4A,

The bridges secondary deficiency is its insufficient hydraulic capacity. A

total of 1843 acres (2.9 sq. miles), producing a peak runoff of 1300 cubic

feet per second (CFS) on a 50 year storm is tributary to tﬁis structure.

In contrast, the capacity of the existing bridge is apprdximate1y 500 CFS,

or 382 of the capacity required. This inadequacy results in periodic (one

or two times per year) overflowing of Kemper Road during periods of heavy

rainfall,
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If State Issue 2 funds are awarded, how soon (in weeks or months)
after completion of the agreement with OPWC would the opening of bids

occur?
14 Weeks

Please indicate the current status of the project development by
circling the appropriate answers below.

a) Has the Consultant been selected? . . . . . . . . Yes No N/A
b) Preliminary development or engineering completed? Yes No N/A
¢} Detailed construction plans completed?. . . . . . Yes No N/A
d) A1l right—of-way acquired?. . . . « + - . . . . . Yes No N/A
e} Utility coordination completed? . . . . +» « . . . Yes No N/A
Give estimate of time, in weeks or months, to complete any item above
not yet completed. Preliminary Engineering and detailed construction

plans 10 weeks; utility coordination to be accompiished during the
engineering phase,

How will the proposed infrastructure activity impact the general
health, welfare, and safety of the service area.

Where applicable, comment on the following:

The area of Sharonville surrounding the subject bridge is zoned for
uses that rely heavily on truck transportation; general industrial and
industrial truck center. The weight Timit reduction proposed, would
cause these industries to dincur increased operating costs due to
detours as described in Item D below.

a.) Overall safety, dincluding accident reduction (Accident records
should be attached, if available). The existing bridge has not
been the <cause of any accidents. However, due to its
deteriorated condition and the possibility of collapse under
heavy truck traffic, Hamilton County will be reducing the bridges
weight Timit to 10 tons. Replacement of the structure will re-
open this important truck route without the possibility of a
serjous accident resulting from a bridge collapse.
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b)

d)

Emergency vehicle response time (fire, police & medical) Kemper
Road is a major east-west route through Sharonville. A T0-ton
weight 1imit on this bridge will require fire trucks to take an
alternate route through downtown Sharonville to areas west of
Mosteller Road. This represents approximately 2.0 miles and
several minutes of additional travel.

Other factors (i.e., fire protection, health hazards, etc.) See
Ttem B above.

Additional User Costs - The additional distance and time for the
users to travel a detour or an alternate route The shortest
detour available for trucks traveling Kemper Road will be:
Mosteller-to Commerce Boulevard, to Enterprise Drive, to Scariet

Oak Vocational School drive, to Kemper Road or vice-versa.
Approximately 0.6 additional miles, This would not Be a viable
route for two (2) reasons.

1. The volume of traffic on Moseller Road at Commerce Blvd.
(19,964 ADT) will make fturning left +rom Commerce Blvd. very
difficult especially at peak hours.,

2. _The Scarlet Oaks Vocational School drive is a private drive
and aithough it is used by the general public, is not a public
right-of-way. i )

The other two (2) most logical detours are:

1. Mosteller Road to I-275, to U.S. 42, to Kemper Road; or

2. Mosteller Road to Sharon Road, to U.S. 42, to Kemper Road.

These routes represent additional travel of 1.8 and 2.0 miles

respectively. The number of trucks over 10 tons currently using

the bridge has not been determined. However, the total number of

trucks from 1988 traffic counts is estimated at 850 per day.

When project is complete, how will it impact adjacent businesses?
The completed project will have no direct impact on adjacent

businesses. However, it will alleviate the extra travel time and

operating costs, that the load limit wil]l impose on the area

trucking companies.
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Are matching funds available? (i.e. Federal, State, MRF, Local, etc.)
Yes; MRF

To what extent of anticipated construction cost? 20%

List the type and amount of funds being supplied by the Tocal agency. This
amount may be from local, Federal, State, Municipal Road Fund (MRF), or
other sources. Explain additional funding through other sources being
applied for or received for thé project. Also, explain any need to
accumulate funds for construction at a later date. Complete LOCAL FUNDING
SOURCES on Page 6. .

The local agency shall supply a minimum of 10%Z of the anticipated
construction cost. Additionally, the local agency shall pay for all costs
of engineering, inspection of construction, right-of-way, and betterment
portion of the project. Complete ESTIMATED COST OF PROJECT. on Page 6.

Has any formal action by a federal, state or Tlocal government agency
resulted in a partial ban or complete ban of the use of expansion of use
for the involved infrastructure?

Are there any roads or streets within the proposed project 1imits that have
weight Timits (partial ban) or truck restrictions (complete ban)? Have any
bridges had weight 1limits dimposed on them (partial ban) or truck
prohibitions (complete ban)? Have the issuance of new Building permits
been Timited (partial ban) or halted (complete ban) because the existing
storm/sanitary sewer or water supply system in a particular area is
inadequate? Document with specific information explaining what type of ban
currently exists and the agency that imposed the ban. A recent (Feb 7990)

inspection by the Hamilten County bridge Engineer revealed the original

concrete section of this structure to be deteriorating rapidly. Due to its

increasingly poor condition, the County will reduce the weight 1imit on the

bridge to 10 tons, effective March 13, 1990

What is the total number of existing users that will benefit as a result of
the proposed project? Use appropriate criteria such as households, traffic
counts, ridership figures for public transit, daily users, etc., and equate
to an equal measurement of users.

For roads and bridges, multiply current documented Average Daily Traffic by
1.2 occupants per car (I.T.E. estimated conversion factor) to determine
users per day. Ridership figures for public transit must be documented.
Where the facility currently has any restrictions or is partially closed,
use documented traffic counts prior to restriction. For storm sewers,
sanitary sewers, water lines, and other related facilities, multiply the
number of households in the service area by four (4) to determine the
approximate number of users per day. ADT = 12076 VPD

12076 x 1.2 = 14,490 daily users
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The applicant has conducted a study of its existing capital improvements
and their condition. A five year overall Capital Improvement Plan (that
shall be updated annually) is attached or on file with the District 2
Integrating Committee for the current year or shall be submitted by March
31 of the program year. The Plan shall include the following:

a) An inventory of existing capital improvements, dincluding their
condition.

b) A plan that details capital improvements needs during the next five
years and,

c) A list of the political subdivision's priorities in addressing these
needs.

The attached Form 1 shall be completed for those projects which are being
submitted for Issue 2 funds.

Is the infrastructure to be improved part of a facility that has regional
significance?  (Number of jurisdictions served, size of service area, trip
lengths or Tengths of route, functional classifications) Yes; Kemper Road

is _a major east-west route crossing nearly the entire width of northern

Hamilton County. In the area of the subject bridge, it is a vital link

between the Cities of Sharonville and Springdale. The trucks that will be

most affected will be those which use the Mosteller Road/I-275 interchange

to access the section of Kemper Road, east of Mosteller and west of Rt, 42
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10. ESTIMATED COST OF PROJECT

ACTIVITY ISSUE 2 FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
Planning, Design, Engineering (100Z Local) $ 33,200
Right-0f-Way/Real Property (100Z Local) $ N-A
Inspection of Construction (100Z Local) $ 5,000
Construction and Contingencies $ 195,600 $ 48,900
Betterment Portion (100%Z Local) $ N-A

SUBTOTAL $ 195,600 $ 87,100 ¥
Grand Total (Issue 2 Funds Plus Local Funds) . . » » v v « . . . $ 282,700

LOCAL FUNDING SOURCES

Municipal Road Fund (MRF) $ 48,900

State Fuel & License Funds $

Local Road Taxes $

Local Bond or Operating Funds $

Misc. Funds (Specify) Capital Fund $ 38,200
TOTAL LOCAL FUNDS $ 87,100

¥  These numbers must be identical
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PILAN

- LOCAL ABILITY TO PAY

Previous Capital Budget for Infrastructure Projects*
Budget is based on expenditures or appropriations?* (Circle One)
Funding (in thousands ¥ of TOTAL % of TOTAL Capital
of dollars) expenditures/ budget USED FOR
appropriations INFRASTRUCTURE
REPAIR/REPLACEMENT
1986 &__900 50 % 76 %
1987 $2,934 ’ . 50 % 28 %
1988 $2,563 50 % 54 %
1989 $3,167 50 % 46 %
B. Projected Capital Budget for Infrastructure Projects*
Budget is based on expenditures or appropriations?* (Circle One)
Funding {in thousands % of .TOTAL % of TOTAL Capital
of dollars) expenditures/ budget USED FOR
appropriations INFRASTRUCTURE
REPAIR/REPLACEMENT
1930 $2,400 50 % 50 %
1991 $2,385 50 £ 50 %
1992 $2,850 50 % 60 %
* Use only funds expended or appropriated for construction CONTRACTS.
Briefly explain any significant Reduction or more) in projected

expenditures or appropriations for 1989-92 as compared to actual expenditures or

appropriations for previous years.
. local capital funds, not REPLACE them. )

{It is the inte

nt of Issue 2 to SUPPLEMENT
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" Doés the jurisdiction utilize any of the following methods for fundinmg
sources? (circle answer) . b

Local Iincome taXesueeovenoeernnccnenne Yoo No
Permissive license plate fee..;....... Yes No
Bridgefand‘rnad levieS.ineneencnansn-. Yes No
Tax increment finéncing and/or........ Yes No

capital improvement bond issues

.mmmﬂ_»”-_"_Direct_usenhfees.-44_4*“-a;.4‘-,.a..m._nYes;“ eee No.. __ . ____ .

Permit fees and TineS.erceecnnenneenee Yeé No

13.) AUTHORIZATION

.The applicant hereby affirms that local funds will be provided if this
project is selected.

Note: Attach with application
anry photographs, reports, plans or
other available data on the
project.

City of Sharonville

U '.Tff“a?ff'Signature E

10900 Reading Road ) Rex E. Baysore

Name )
Sharonville, Ohio 45241 Safety-Service Director
Address . Position
(513) 563-1144 : City of Sharonville. Chio
Phone (Work) Local Jurisdictiun/ﬂgency
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. 'NOTE THAT THIS FORM IS BEING OFFERED FOR

APPLYING JURISDICTION/AGENCIES: INFORMATION PURPOSES ONLY. IT WILL BE
FILLED OUT BY THE SUPPORT STAFF, BASED ON
INFORMATION SUPPLIED ON APPLICATION FORMS.

DISTRICT 2 - HAMILTON COUNTY
1930 PROJECT RATING FORM AND SELECTION CRITERIA
FOR
STATE ISSUE 2 DISTRICT ALLOCATION
STATE-ISSUE 2 SMALL GOVERNMENT FUNDS

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

JURISDICTION/AGENCY: //}jq / S AP

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION:

M@é& BPIYT rereff P e o

/4%;€bﬁ;déérfh'/42:uai?.

PROPOSED FUNDING:

ELIGIBLE CATEGORY:

Loclre
R
POINTS -
Y 1. Type of Project
10 points - Bridge, road, storm water.
3 points - All other type projects.
/é7 2. If Issue 2 Funds are awarded, how soon after the agreement

with OPWC is completed would bids occur?

10 points - Will be let in 1990
5 po?nts - Likely to be let in 1990
0 points - Not likely to be let in 1990



What is the <condition and/or serviceability of the
infrastructure to be replaced or repaired. For bridges, base
condition on latest general appraisal and condition rating.

10 points - Closed

8 points - Extremely Poor
6 points -~ Poor

4 points - Fair to Poor

2 points - Fair

0 points - Good

Of the total infrastructure within the jurisdiction which is
similar to the infrastructure of this project, what portion
can be classified as being in poor condition, and/or
inadequate in service.

10 points - 50% and over

8 points - 40% and over
points — 30% and over
points - 20% and over
points -~ 10% and over

B O

How important is the project to the health, welfare and
safety of the public and the citizens of the dlstrlct and/or
the service area?

10 points - significant importance
8 points -

& points - Moderate importance

4 points -

2 points - Minimal importance

What is the overall economic health of the jurisdiction?

10 points - Poor

B8 points -

6 points - Fair

4 points -

2 points - Excellent i
Are matching funds for this project available? (i.e.,
Federal, State, MRF, Local, etc.). To what --exXtent --of
estimated construction cost? : s -

10 points - More than 50%

8 points - 40-50% and over
6 points - 30-49% and over
4 points - 20-29% and over
2 points - 10-19% and over
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10.

Has any formal action by a Federal, State or local
governmental agency resulted in a partial or complete ban of
the use or expansion of use for the involved infrastructure?
This includes reduced weight limits on bridges.

10 points - Complete ban
5 points - Partial ban
0 points - No action

What is the total number of existing users that will benefit
as a result of the proposed project. Use appropriate
criteria such as households, traffic count, public transit,
daily users, etc. and equate to an equal measurement of
persons.

5 points - Over 10,000
4 points - Over 7,500 to 9,999
3 points - Over 5,000 to 7,499
2 points - QOver 2,500 to 4,999
1 points - Under 2,449

Does the infrastructure have regional impact? (May consider
size of service area, trip length or total length of route,
number of jurisdictions, functional classification, etc.)

5 points - Major impact

4 points -

3 points - Moderate impact
2 points -

l points - Minimal impact

TOTAL POINTS

Fere M.
Jéz/@,’/wz Z 5/ P :

&

Re¥igwer Names Date °



